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The eightletters were finally fixed, as the main 
fupports of “the accufation againft Mary. But 
they were jive only at York, and five only for a 
time at Weftminfter. And which of the eight 
were thefe? Let us examine. In the extraéts 
made from them at York, the rirst of the eight 
is particularly infifted upon. It is made indeed 
by the commiffioners, as it was by the rebels 
themfelves, the central pillar of the whole build 
ing. Accordingly very large extracts are given 
us from it. This then is one of the five. But 
the commiffioners immediately proceed to an- 
other. From this they give us a couple of ex- 
tracts. And thefe fhew it to be the szconp in 
the prefent publication. ‘They then give us one 
extract from another. The paffage extracted is 
found in the THrrRp.* And all fhew the three 
firft letters in the prefent eight, to have been thofe 
which were exhibited at York, three out of the 
four that were pretended to’be written from Glaf- 
gow. But there was a couple of letters more, 
exhibited at the fame place. ‘ It appeared unto 
“us,” fay the commiffioners, “ by two letters 
«¢ of her owne hand, that it was by hir own prac- 
“¢ tice and confent, that Bothwell fhould take her 
«and carry her to Dunbar.” Thefe therefore 


were two of the four from Stirling. There wereonly - 


two from Stirling then. But which were they? 
Reafon and the journal fhail unite to tell us. In 
the delivered tale of the letters from Glafgow and 
Stirling refpetively, the number was*accommo- 


* Appendix, No, vil. ‘ + Ibid, No, Vv. 
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~ dated to the days, and one letter was'affigned to 


one day ateach place. Thus, as the Queen ftaid 
three days at Glafgow, the 24th, the 25th, and 
the 26th, of January; fhe had three letters attri- 
buted to her from it. And thus alfo, as fhe fpent 
a {mall part of one day and the whole of another 
at Stirling, the evening of Monday, April the 
a1ft, and all Tuefday, April the 22d; fhe was 
reprefented, as writing two letters from thence. 
This was a proper courfe of action for the forgers. 
This indeed was the natural courfe, which they 
fhould always have purfued in their forgeries. 
But they afterwards forgot this obvious principle 
of propriety. They annexed one more to the 
original three from Glafgow. They fubjoined 
two more to the previous two from Stirling. 
They thereby involved themfelves in the great 
abfurdity, of making the Queen to write Four 
letters to the sAME perfon in THREE days; and in 
the ftill greater, of making her write as MANY 
afterwards, in only ONE WHOLE Day and ONE 
EVENING. And, as they had fuperadded the 
FouRTH to the firft, fecond, and third; fo we may 
be fure they annexed the sEvENTH and EIGHTH, 
to the fifth and fixth. This alfo the journal in- 
timates to us. ‘ April 21. viz. Mounday,” it 


. fays, “ the Quene raid to Stirling, as it wes de- 


** vyfit, and’from thence wreyt THE LETTERIS 
‘¢ concerning the purpofe-devyfit of hir ravifhing, 
‘* gubair Huntly cam to. bir, and began to repent 


* bim.”* Accordingly we are informed in the 
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fifth, that the brother-in-law of Bothwell (he hay- 
ing married Huntly’s fifter) came to Mary, told 
her the enterprize fhe was upon was a foolifh one, 
afferted fhe could never with honour marry Both- 
well, declared his own followers would never 
fuffer Bothwell, even feemingly, to feize her 
perfon, and was totally againft her prefent, plan 
of action. And in the fixth we are equally in- 
formed, that the brother of Bothwell ftill finds 
many difficulties in the bufinefs, that fhe thinks 
he advertifes Bothwell of them; and that fhe 
apprehends he writes to Bothwell, for direc 
tions about them. The firft, fecond, arid third, 
the fifth, and the fixth, therefore, were the let- 
ters that were exhibited at York, at Weftmin- 
fter, and at Hampton Court. 

The fame difquieted fpirit of villainy, which 
had planned and fabricated the firft fet of letters, 
only as a proof of murder; which had new-fabri- 
cated the fecond, as evidences of murder and of 
adultery together; which had written the letters 
from Glafgow, Linlithgow, Kirk-a-field, and 
Stirling; yet had afterwards formed a third fet, - 
as merely arguments of the adultery and as merely 
hints of the murder, and had produced five of 
them, ftill dated from Glafgow and from Stir- 
ling: this difquieted and perturbed fpirit went to 
work, even now again, when all its operations 
feemed to be for ever precluded, and when the 
number of thefe books of fate feemed to be fixed 
by the feal of deftiny itfelf. We fee this Demon, 
even fo late as the 15th of O&ober 1569, “feck- 
“ing reft, but finding none.” Even then, 
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‘Murray appears adding to the evidences already _ 
put in, and fending up to Cecil the confeffions 
of Paris, whom however he had taken care to 
EXECUTE, as one of the murderers, BEFORE, * 


Was not that nobly done? ay, and wifely too; 
For ’twould have anger’d any heart alive, | 
To hear the man deny it. 


- This man was living and in #fifon, the month 


of Auguft before. + Yet it was prudent mot to 
produce him in London, as Crawford and Nel- 
fon had been produced. He might have con- 
tradicted Murray’s affertions, then. He could 
not contradict his depofitions, now. And accord- 
ingly we find thefe depofitions, which are two in 
number, lying one of them, the fecond and 
principal, in an attefted copy among Cecil’s pa- 
pers, and ranging with them in the Cotton libra- 


jay, Caligula, C. i. fol. 318; while the original 
- has migrated from his collection, and taken thel- 


ter in the Paper-office: and the other, the firft, 
being equally in the Cotton library, ‘but in the 
original itfelf, Caligula, B. ix. fol. 370.~ At 
another period, we know, he delivered in the 
rebel journal, of which I have made fo much ufe 
againit him. We havenonote indeed of the de- 
livery. But we find the journal, like the depo- 
fitions, among Cecil’s papers. It is equally 
lodged with them pie the treafures of the 
Cotton library, Caligula, B. ix. fol, 247. § And 


- * Goodall, ii, 88. t Ibid. i, 137, and fie 76.-— 
¢ Anderfon, ii. Contents, and Goodall, i iy 145. 
§ Anderfon, ibid. and Goodall, ii. 247. 
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in the fame-un-noticed manner came the fourth, 
the feventh, and the eighth letters into Cecil’s, 


poffeffion ; and fo were publithed, together with 
the reft, by him. * 


But 


* For many years paft, it has been urged as a popular ar- 
gument in favour of Mary, that the rebels did not produce 
Paris at the we ~ in England, though they had him 
then in their cuitody#*’'The firft hint of this was ftarted by 
Keith in p. 368. It was then enlarged upon very forcibly by 
Mr. Tytler in p. 119-125. And it has been fince repeated 
by Mr. Guthrie, Scotch Hift. vii. 185, and by Dr. Stuart, i. 
394-395 But the argument, as thus directed, muft be 
given up. ‘Truth requires me tofay fo. Nor would I with, 
to conceal a fingle weaknefs in the defence of Mary’s honour. 
Keith afferted in p. 366, that in Auguft 1569 “this man 
* had been now full two years and a half kept in prifon,” as 
if he had been feized immediately on the murder of the King; 
' which we know, from the very fecond of thefe confeffions 
(Goodall, ii. 84), as well as from Keith’s own hiftory of the 
times, to be utterly falfe. Yet Mr. Tytler, from that inat- 
tention which will always mark fome parts of every work, 
echoes Keith’s account in this manner. ‘ Jn Si. Andrews,” 
hefays, Paris “lay for above two years;” foftcning Keith’s 
expreffions a little, as if he half-fufpected them ; and adding, 
that he lay there “during all the time the conferences were 
“carrying on at York and Weitminfter.” And Dr. Stuart 
very naturally remarks, juft as I was going to remark myfelf, 
upon the credit of both; “that, at this very time,’’ the confer- 
ences in England, “there was actually in their cuftody, in the 
 prifon of St. Andrew’ s,-—Nicholas Hubert or French Paris” 
(i. 394 See alfo 447—448). But where is the proof for 
any part of this? When Paris was firft feized by the rebels, 
does not appear. Mr. Tytler indeed, in his 3d. edition, p. 1475 
appeals to “* Keith, p. 366,” and ‘Throgmorton’s letter, 
“ 18th July 1567, paper-office,” for his vouchers. Yet the 
letter is as little a voucher, as Keith. It is the letter, which 
I have noticed fo particularly before, and which was publifh- 
ed entire by Robertfon, ii. 374—378, and in the part alluded 


to 
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- But <pheapaitng thefe additions tovthe deli-_ 
yived fivey-for the prefent exhibition of them ; 
picctey ’ Ao - the 


to by Goodall, i. pref. xvii. This fhews not Paris to have 
been then feized. It fhews only Powrie and Dalgleifhe to 
' have been. Where then fhall we feek for the time of feizing 
Paris? We cannot find it, in the feizure of fo many others 
of the murderers at the Shetland ifles, when * Grange took” 
a fhip on the 1ft day of September following (Keith, 459), in 
which were “ the laird of Tallow [John Hay], John Hep- 
*¢ burn of Bautoun,—and divers others of the Earl’s fervants” 
(Melvill 85). Paris was no fervant to Bothwell then. He 
was a fervant to the Queen. Nor was he icized, even fo 
late as the conference at Weftminfter ; according+to the rebel 
accourts. At this conference they prefented to the commif- 
fioners, the examinations of Powrie, Dalgleifhe, Hay, and 
Hepburn, as taken the 23d and 26th of June, the 3d of July, 
the 13th of September, and the 8th of December, 1567 
(Goodall, ii. 236). *¢ After this,” fay the commiiioners, 
“they produced—a copie of the proces, verdiét, and judgment 
*‘againft the forefaid John Hayeburn [Hepburn], John 
“Haye, William Powray, and George Daiglech, as culpa- 
“ble of the murder”? (ibid.). And after this they produced 
«* —a wryting in a long paper, being, as they faid, the yudg- 
** ment and condemnation by parliament of the Erle Bothwell, 
* James Ormefton, Robert Ormefton, Patrick Wilfon, and 
“Paris a Frencaman, Sym. Armftrong, and William 
* Murray, as guilty fundry wayes,of treafon for the mur- 
“der” (ibid.). Paris was plainly not a prifoner yet. He 
Was no more a prifoner than Bothwell. He was no more a 
ptifoner than James Ormefton, who was not taken and exe+ 
cuted till feveral years afterward (Crawford 310). And 
Paris, like Ormefton, was:feized, I doubt not, fome months 
after the conferences in England, and fome weeks enly before 
he was executed, In faying this indeed, I may: feem to the 
very zealous friends of Mary, to be mote complaifant than 
I ought to be, to the teftimonics of fuch convitted falfifiers. 
I would not willingly err in credulity, where I have fuch 
evidence of impofture. Nor would I err in incredulity. I 
may 
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‘the fotger was fo much in hatte ant fo little te- * 
colleéted in his dates, that he committed a grofs = 
anachronifm in one of them ; and auanachronifm,. ] 
which he could not have danimnietee in’a moment 

of leifure and reference. The fevénth letter 
opens with an addrefs to Bothwell, concerning , 
Huntly. ‘ My Lord,” it fays, * fen my letter 

« writtin, zour brother-in-law THAT Was; -come 

“to me verray fad.” Thisis a plain anticipation 

of the divorce, which was afterwards obtained 
reciprocally by Bothwell againft his wife, and 

by the wife againft Bothwell; fhe being Lady 

Jane Gordon, and fifter to the Earl of Huntly. 
Huntly is therefore ftyled the « brother” of 
Bothwell, in the letter immediately preceding ; 

and more fully his ‘ brother-in-law,” in the 
letter directly previous to that; both pretending, 
equally with the prefent, to be written from Stir- 

ling, and equally to be written the 21ft or 22d 

of April. Yet the divorce did not take place, 

till some Days afterwards. And days in this 

cafe are equal to ages. 


- ‘Tenth or ten-thoufandth breaks the chain alike. 


« April 26th,” fays the very journal of the 
pet <‘ the fir precept of partifing of the Erle 
“(Bothwell and his sac ” at her fuit againft 


may doubt. their teftimony. I always doubt it, where it is 
direétedly and pointedly in their favour. This common- 
fenfe requires, after fuch convictions, But then I cannot 
reject, merely becaufe doubt. Becaufe i fufpett their ace 
counts to be falfe, I cannot affume the contrary as true, 
And in the prefent cafe, where the point is indirectly and by 
accident only‘in their favour, I fee no reafon for even doubt- 
ing or fufpeCting at all, 
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him, “;was .dire&, furth from the commiffarys 
“of Edinbrough, 27.. The /econd precept of par- 


¢-<ifing,” at his fuit againft. her, * befoir Maif- 
- rer Jobn Manderftoun, oontsihifieir to the 


“« bithop, of Sanétapdrois, wes. direct furth,” # 
Ib the latter point indeed, the journal is a little 
wrong. The fecond precept did mot iffue, even 
fo early as April the 27th. We have a cotem- 
porary memoir, which fhews the fact. It was 
the commiffion itfelf, which was dated that day. 
*« The citation by precept” under it, did not 
iffue till May the jd afterwards. + Upon the 


© e@gth of April and the sth of May, was the jirf 


bearing in.each; as on May the 3d and the 7th, was 
fentence pronounced in ‘each for the divorce. f 
So clearly is the allufion in the letter, pR10R. to 
the fact alluded to! Juft fuch an anachronifm 
as this we have remarked before, in the terms of 


‘the rebel journal itfelf; a circumftance that im- 


plies it, like thefe additional letters, to haye 
been finifhed in ‘hafte, and to have been never 
revifed with attention afterwards. And this ana- 
chronifm in the letter, refulted ftom the fame 
prineiple ‘of ‘operation in ‘the human mind, as 
that; the forger having forgotten the artificial! 
combinatjon of ideas for the forgery, therefore 
fpeaking unwarily from: the natural and. the 
prefent, and fo making an anticipation, of which 
he was totally infenfible at the time. 

_ Yet what was the reafon, for breaking open ra 
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number of ‘the letters already exhibited? Ir 
mult furely have been avery ftrong one. No- 
thing lefs than wecefity could‘have put Murray, 
upon fuch a meafure. And nothing Iefs than 
necefity can vindicate him in the eyes of policy, 
for it. He and his compeers had already averred 
upon their honour, in writing to the commiffion- 
ers"of England, That all the papers, “which 
they had produced, were found at one time ‘and 
in one place. They “ were interceptit.” they 
fay, *©and cum to our handis, clofit within a 
“¢ filver box, in fic maner as is alredy tmanifeftit 
“ and declarit ;”* that is, no doubt, ‘though 
this declaration and manifeftation are fince loft 
out of Cecil’s papers, they were taken with - 
George Dalgleifh, fervantto the Earl of Both- . 
well; upon the 20th of June 1567.¢ They 
even produced the filver box itfelf, opened it in- 
the prefence of the commiffioners, and exhibited 
the contents of it to them. { Yet, after all, 
they produced more letters of hers *out of it. 4 


* Goodall, ii. 92. 

+ The friends of Mary think it a circumftance, of a 
fufpeétable nature, that this declaration is not to be 
found among Cecil’s papers, I think it merely accidental. 
And, had it been found, it muft have faid juft what Murray, 
Morton, and the journsl fay at prefent, in Goodall, ii. go, 
91, and 250, 

t Goodall, ii. 379, where. Cecil himfelf fays, ‘ that the 
“ very cafket there,” in Buchanan’s Detection, “ defcribed, 
“was here in England fhewed, and the letters [and] other 
“ monuments opened and exhibited.” And Buchanan him- 
felf fays in Hitt. xix. 374, that “ arcula demum argentea in 
“ mediumeftallata,”’ and “ in eA inerant literx,” &e, 
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“And:they thus betrayed their forgery’ inthe fulleft 


" gaanner, to» the -eyes. of Cecil and- Elizabeth. 


But both Elizabeth and Cecil fully, knew. it be- 
fore... Murray, therefore, paid little attention to 
them. Human profligacy /ometimes becomes fo 
‘enormous, that men, like devils, have no feru- 
ple of expofing their villainies to thofe, whom 
they know to be equally villains with themfelves. 
Yet this is /eldom the cafe on earth, There is 
almoft always fome fmal] remainder of virtue, fome 
little fenfibility of religion, fome faint folicita- 
tion of fhame, in the moft flagitious foul of man; 
that will not let him unneceffarily expofe him- 
felf for a villain,-even to a brother or a fifter in 
willainy.. He will conceal his flagitioufnefs, 
‘even from fuch a one. He will conceal it-even 
from himfelf.. And he will fhewthat involuntary 


_ refpect to ¢¢ligion at times, as to, fancy himielf 


not fo enormous a violator of its laws as others, 
and ro take pride in his leffer remotenefs from 
‘the influence of it. Murray, therefore, muft have 
either, reached to that diabolical extremity of 
wickednefs, as to have not one particle of fhame 
in laying open his own profligacy to Elizabeth, 
or to have been flimulated by fome ftrong necef- 
‘fity that,overpowered it. He certainly had no 


' fuch neceflity. The.added letters prove nothing 


more than the others. They do not prove fo 
much. They give not even.a diftant-hint of the 
‘murder. And of the adultery they could tell us 
no more, than the others had told us before. 
From the moment, that.Murray..refolved to 
make the adultery the principal obje& of the let- 
4 ters, 
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ters, and the murder to be as a diftant point in ‘ 


the’ view, to which the adultery was gradually 
haftening ; he feems to have thought of nothing, 
but to make the love on the fide of Mary excef- 
five’and vehement. He has accordingly fpread 
it out fo thick and fo broad, upon the face of the 
firft five letters; that he has betrayed the grofs 
hand of forgery, in the fabrication of them.’ Yet 
he ftill went on in the fame ftrain, and betrayed 
himfelf again and again by it. He formed the 
contraéts with this view. And he formed the 
fonnets with the fame view. In the latter indeed; 
is fuch a difgufting appearance of affection, mean, 
fond, and ‘fenfitive; that an old maid of forty- 
five who had never been courted before, would not 
have fhewn it to her man, even the evening be+ 
fore her marriage. Yet Murray ftopped not here, 
He could not indeed go beyond this,high point 
of fondnefs. He could not draw the melting 
maid in warmer colours. But he would be 
painting the fame fcene ftill. And he would be 


doing it, when every principle of propriety thould - 


have kept his hand-from the pallet. He accordingly 
added one letter more, to the three from Glafgow. 
This was plainly compofed, for the fake of mak-- 
ing Mary exprefs her adjeétne/s of regard in thefe 
words.  Nouther in that, nor in ony uther thing,” 
fays this pretended Mary, ‘ will J tak upon me to 
«© do ony thing without knawledge of zour will—,” 


And, “ my deirlufe, /ufer me to make zow fum > 


«< prufe be my obedience, my faithfulnefs, conftan- 


« cie, and voluntarie fudjefioun, quhilk I tak for — 


« she plefandeft gude that I micht reffaif, gif xe will 


Ff3 “ accept- - 
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“<s-accepe it”. The Seventh. was,written with the 


peculiar purpofe, of fhewing her earneftnefs from — 
her. regard, and her eagernefs from her fondnefs, 
to. have him feize her and carry her off. Nor 
was there ever a forward girl of eighteen, who 


. ‘was fickening for the paradife of matrimony, and 


wanted to be banding her beloved into a chaife 
for Scotland, more earneft and more eager in urg- 
ing him to the expedition. “ My lord,” fhe fays, 
‘© fen my letter writtin, zour brother-in-law that 


*£©was, come to me verray fad, and hes afkit me 


‘emmy counfel, quhat he fuld do efter to morne, 
«© becaus thair be mony folkis heir, quha wald 
“« rather dic,—than fuffer me to be cafyit away—: 
“* he hes aba/chit me to fe bim fa unrefolvit at the 


- “ neid ;— bot I have thocht gude to advertife. 


“© gow of the feir he hes,— that ze may have the 
“ meir power; for we had zifterday mair then 
“© iit, c. hors of his and of Levingftoun’s: ror 
*€ THE HONOUR OF GOD, BE ACCOMPANYIT RA- 
“THER WITH MAIR THEN Les; for that is THE 
“€ PRINCIPAL OF My CaIR. I1—pray God to fend 
“US ANE HAPPY ENTERVIEW SCHORTLY.” 

In both thefe letters, Murray makes this im- 
pudent ravifher, Bothwell, to be backward in his 
return to Mary’s advances, in order to fhew the 
forwardnefs. of Mary the more ftrongly from it. 
But the eighth letter goes beyond both. Ie fur- 
paffes the feventh in violence of regard. It ex- 
ceeds the fourth in fervility of affection. It is 


indeeda mafterpiece of meannefs in love. I fhall 


fele& only two paffages. “To teftifie unto 
“zow,” fhe is made to fay, “ bow Jawly I fub- 
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& mit me under xour commandementis, 1 have fend: 
" zow, in figne of bomage,—the ornament of the 
“ heid.” « Without number,” the is made to add, 
* ar the dreddouris to di/pleis zow, the teiris of your 
“ abjence, the difdane that T cannot be in outwart. . 
effec youris, as | am-without fenzeitnes of hart 
«and fpreit ; and of gude reffoun, thocht [though] 
“* my meritis wer mickle greiter than of the maift 
« profite that ever was, and fic as I defyre to be, 
«and fall tak pane in conditiounis to imitate, for to 
“ be beftowit worthylie under your regiment.” “So. 
exceedingly furfeiting of fondnefs, are thefe addj- 
tional letters made. And fo exceedingly are they 
in the ftyle of a green girl of fifteen, who is juft 
beginning to. feel the utter of womtanly fenfa- 
tions, is writing to her lover of forty with a pen as 
ready as her tongue, and yet looks up to him with 
a kind of filial awe. ‘Yet, as all this hadebeen 
faid in the Jetters before, and faid with as much 
pointednefs of paffion in them, and even faid with 
more in the fonnets; nothing but the rafh in- 
temperance of guilt in Murray, that would be 
going on with its criminating forgeries, even 
when it had completed the full#fum of them; 
and the prompt facility, with which he, and his 
« brothers of the deep,” were able to annex frefh 
articles at pleafure to their bill; could have fe- 
duced him and them, into the infinite folly of 
making thefe’additions to it. 

In the firft form of the letters, the rebels-had 
a€tually made “as apparent proof” againft Mary 
«gs might be)” concerning the murder. Inthe — 
_ fecond, ‘they had foftened thefe apparent — 
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_ of murder,-into a“ hatred cowards her hufband 

« to the time of his murder.” . Bur. then. they 

had interwoven with it ‘her inordinate Joye” 

for Bothwell. Inthe third, they took up this 

" inferiour idea, and made it fupreme ; keeping the 
hatred, but placing it inferiour to the other. - And’ 
this idea they profecuted with fuch an attivity 
and perfeverance of fpirit,-in the firft five letters, 
in the contraéts, in the fonnets, and in the laft 
three, which are all the conftiruent parts of this 
third creation; that they repeated and redoubled 
thofe extravagancies concerning adultery, which 

. they had previoufly fallen’ into concerning mur- 

i der; that they twice.as much overloaded the evi- 

k dence now, for unfealed letters, and even for 

fealed, as ever they had done before; and that 
they betrayed their own forgery to the notice of 
every eye, by the retrenchments which they made 
at one time, and by the additions which they 
made atanother. So difficult is itto be a guarded 
villain; to do the deeds that a Murray did, with 
a forefeeing eye and an unfhaking hand; and to 
be neither expofed by fecurity, nor betrayed by 
cautioufnefs. .Happy is it for the interefts of 
man, during his fhort hour of refidence upon - 
earth, that this 3 is the cafe... May the future Mur- 
raies of mankind ever find. it experimentally to 

* be fo! And may thofe wretched traitors to the 
world, who with-a mafque upon their face, a dag- 
ger in one hand, and a poifoned bowl in the othe r; 
ar ually deftroying the. peace of their bre- . 
t the fake of diftinction among them ; 
learn to a back from, the painful pre-emi- 

nence 
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nence to which they are’ afpiring, and.be glad to 
fettle into good ‘citizens, oe men, and good 
chriftians.* 


CHA P- 


* Dr. Robertfon, in his Differtation concerning thefe let- 
ters, fays thus (p. 36): “It is evident froma declaration 
“ or confeffion made by the Bifhop of Rofs, that before [ra- 
‘ther, at] the conferences at York,—Mary had, by an arti- 
* fice of Maitland’s, gor into her hands a copy of the letters—. 
“ Brown’s Trial of the Duke of Norfolk, 31, 36.” This 
is aflerted upon feemingly good authority. Yet it is not true. 
That Maitland, or Lethinyton (as he is generally called), 
was a friend to Mary a¢ the York conference, is very plain 
from 2 variety of teftimonies. He fhewed his friendfhip, ip 
the private intellizence hinted at in Goodall, ii, 159—r60, 
and in other ways. Yet he fent her no copy of the jetters. 
This is,very clear. Had he fent her one, it muft naturally 
have been conveyed by, and it muft certainly have been 
known to, that very Bifhop of Rofs, who is here faid to have 
evidenced his conveyance of a copy to Mary, who was the 
great nyanager of her concerns at York, and who was actus 
ally engaged in fome intrigues with him andthe Duke of 
Norfolk there (Robertfon, c. ii. 388—389, and 397, and- 
Salmon’s State Trials, 22). But that very Bithop of Rofs 
appears decifively from his own memorial of December 17, 
1568, to have. had no copy then, He had gained, and. from 
Lethington probably, fome very particular intelligence con- 
cerning the Jetters, But he had no copy. Not afraid taufe his 
intelligence ever sin an addrefs to Elizabeth, he tells her, as we 
have already feen, that the letters ‘ contain na dait of zeix, 
“ moncth, or day.” But, if he had feen a copy, he could not 
have faidthis.. At York all rhe letters were dated. And the 
fecond was {fo at Weftmintfter, and is fo ftill. He fays alfo, that 
“in the famin thair is na mentioun maid of, ony beirar.” 
(Goodall, ii. 389), Yet the firft and the lait openly intimate 
Pris to be the bearer, and the fecond fays expreigly. 
Beaton was. And thefe perfons are noticed ace 
the commiffioners at York, to be the mentioned: 
the: firft ga fecond, (Appendix, No, vii,).. that Le- 
thington did therefore, before, at, or after aes 
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CHAPTER VU. 


§ “t Ao j on 


HAVE now ftated to my reader a2 multi- 
I plicity of variations, in the form and fub- 
ftance of the written. teftimony againft Mary. 
Each of thefe calls a very flrong pests: of for- 


York, as sats as the 17th of December, ne not to onc 
vey a copy to Mary or Mary’s commiflioners, but merely 
to give intelligence concerning them. Yet Dr. Robertfon 
adds thus: “It is highly probable, that the Bifhop of Rofs 
“ had feer the letters, before he wrote the Defence of Queen 
* Mary’s Honour in the year 1570.” Before, it was * evi- 
« dent” that Mary had got a copy of the letters, previous to 
the York conference. Now it is but “ highly probable,’ 
that the very man, by whofe agency principally ai/ Mary’s 
¢oncerns were managed, and from whofe declaration alone 
the Doctor fays it is “ evident,” had feen a copy, 2or before 
the York conférence in 1568, but before he publifhed his 
Defence in 1570, So much does the current dimini/h in its 

grefs! Nor is the fecond affertion one tittle truer than 
“the firft. It is very clear, and it is very remarkable, that 
the bifhop had not feen a copy, even fo late as the publica- 
tion of his Defence. This appears from his repeating in his 
Defence the fame miftakes concerning ‘the letters, which he 
originally made in his memorial. He ftill afferts, that “there 
“Appeareth neither date, wherein they were dated, neither 
® day nor moneth.” And, as ‘he fubjoins, “there is no 
made of the bearer, who is, as it may be fap- 








ignorant Mary and her commiffioners kept to the laf 
yeeeeaee letters! +: 
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gefytever it. But the laft particularly does fo. - 
Every one of the reft ftands only as a fingle wits 
nefs} againft the authenticity of the papers. But 
this infolds feveral within it. This has proved-a 
kind of polypus upon trial. Merely’one in ap- 
pearance, it has fhot out into many in fact. The 
parts of it, as they have been detached from on¢ 
another, have each formed a feparate whole. 
And the fpurioufnefs of the writings has appeared 
with evidence crowding upon evidence, from this 
and from all. — 

» Yet there is ftill another variation behind. 
This is equally apparent upon the face of the 
hiftory. It is not indeed fuch a pregnant varia- 
tion, as the laft. Yetitisapregnantone, And 
it is much more important than any. . I have 
therefore kept it to the laft. 

Wehave already feen the letters varying, in the 
very aim and object of them. We have alfo feen 
them varying, in the fubfcriptions. We have feen 
them varying too, in their direétions, in their 
dates, and even in their number. But we thalf 
now behold them varying, in the very LANGUAGE 
in which they were written. This muft feem 
aftonifhing to my reader, at firft. But it is un- 
doubtedly true. And it is an incident very na- 
tural to knavery. The man that wants to exert 
his frauds of gambling upon the world, and therée 
fore is conftantly moving about from Bath to 
Spa, from the Spa to Montpelier, and from 
péliér to Bareges, froin'the one to the | 
thofe fcenes of general affembly, where idlenefs . 
is fure to generate play, and. where the-liftlefnefs 

I : of 
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of ill health thinks irfelf compelled, to call ig the 
gentle agitation of games of chance; fuch aman 
‘ appears fometimes in this difguife of impofition, 
and fometimes in that. A citizen of Europe at 
Jarge, and {peaking two or three of its principal 
dialects, he is fucceffively a German Count, a 
French Marquis, or an Englifh Lord. Juft fo, 
and with worfe than the knavery of fuch a knight 
_ of induftry as this, did the letters, which pre- 
tended to be written by Mary, appear at one time 
in the language of France, and at another in the 
diale& of Britain. They were Scotch, they were 
French, juft as fuited the prefent purpofe. Nor ? 
did this happen only in the afertions of ‘their 
holders. It was alfo true in feé.' The letters 
underwent a rea/ alteration in their language. 
And what had been purely Scotch for weeks and 
months together, turned out finally to be French. 
But how is this furprifing phoenomenon to be 
accounted for? Shall we fuppofe, when Murray 
firft difcovered the letters in the filver coffer, that 
a pair of falfifying {pectacles, through which he 
read them, threw a ftrange glofs over the lines, 
and ‘made iKicn miftake the French for Scotch ; 
that he afterwards lent the fame fpeétacles to his 
. brother counfellors, and they were equally de- 
ceived by the fame glofs; and that at laft, by 
' the accidental charge of the fpeétacles, the im-, 
pofition was dete&ted, and.the French appeared 
toevery eye? Or, as this may feem too extra- 
vagant to be believed by any dut an enemy of 
Mary’s, fhall we prefume her to have known the 
apaent fecret of writing invifible letters of intel- 
- ligence, 
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ligegge, to have transferred this grand arcanum 
fromethe bufinefs of-fpies to the commerce of 
love, to have therefore written fome apparent 
lines in Scotch, to have then inferted between 
them fome imperceptible lines in French, and 
to have done both with their proper forts of /ym-_ 
pathetick ink? And fhall we prefume Murray, 
after he had long confidered the Scotch as the 
whole of the letters, to. have fufpected the impo- 
fition, to have @pplied the proper /ixivium, and 
to have-feen his fuccefs, in the inftant evanefcence 
of the Scotch from the paper, and in the imme- 

* diate emerfion of the French out of its invifibility ? 
The fact certainly is, that the Scotch did difap- 
pear from under the eye, and that the F rench was 
found in its place. 

Nor let it be fufpected, that a circumftance of 
fuch a nature, and fo completely unnoticed by 
other writers, cannot poffibly be true in itfelf, or 
cannot poflibly be proved to be fo with any de- 
gree of certainty. It is wholly unnoticed. Yer 
itis true. It may alfo be proved to be fo, toa 
high, and. even to a very high, degree of certainty. 
‘I pledge myfelf to prove it. I proceed to do 
fo. .For that purpofe, I fhall go back to the 
grand ara of the hiftory preceding. I fhall dwell 
particularly upon fome points, that I have been 
obliged to mention before. I fhall call others into 
light, that I have carefully kept under cover 
hitherto. And | fhall thus conclude all the ar- 
guments, which I wanted to produce in vindica- 
tion of Mary, within the compafs of the prefent 
volume; referring.a variety of others, with the 
letters and fonnets and contracts themfelves, to 
she two néxt volumes. ; 
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4 II., i 
WHEN the letters were reported in their 


-. jideal form to Throgmorton, when they were aétu- 


ally prefented to the council, and when they were 
aétudlly produced before the parliament; they 
were compofed in the language of the ifland. 
They were Scotch letters, written by a Scotch 
Queen to a Scotch Earl. They were reported 
by a Scotch rebel, to an Englifh embaffadour in 
Scotland. And they were exhibited to a council 
and a parliament of Scotch. 

“Accordingly, when Throgmorton fpeaks of 
them, he.gives us not the flighteft intimation, that 
they were written in any language different from 
the language of the country. ‘Had they been 
antended:to be fo, his informant muft naturally 
have noticed the fact to him. ‘This is ftrongly 
exemplified in Murray’s own report concerning 
them, after they had put on their French face. 
#* We producit,” he fays, “ eight letteris ry 
* Prenen, written by the Quenis awin hand.’””* 
He is not particular enough, we fee, to mark the 
French Janguage of them. He could not well 
be otherwife. And Lethington, who was the 
perfon undouptedly that informed Throgmor- 
ton, muft naturally have been equally particular, 
af ‘the letters had ‘been equally in French. He 
had even more occafion to-be fo, than Murray. 
The latter was delivering inftructions to a man, 
who ‘had affifted him in all his operations at the 


* Appendix, No, xi. 
conference, . 
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eonference, who had united in prefenting the 


letters to the commiffioners, and who therefore 
knew the language of them, as. well as himfelf.* 






But the former. was fpeaking. to a perfon, who 


knew nothing previoufly, and who could know 
nothing at the time, except from his own infor~ 
mation. Yet he faid not, though Murray does, 
that the letters were in French. _Throgmorton’s 
account of the information runs merely in thefe 
terms. ‘I do perceive,” he remarks, “ if thefe 
“men cannot, by fair means induce the Queen 
“ to their purpofe, they mean to charge her with 
“ the murderof her hufband, whereof. (they fay) 
‘« they have as apparent proof againft her as may 
‘* be,—by the teftimony of her own hand-writing, 
“« which they have recovered.” And every. reader 
of this account muft neceflarily fuppofe, as 
Throgmorton muft have equally fuppofed him- 
Self, that <©the hand-writing which they had re- 
“ covered” awas in the common language of the 
country. 

But the real letters were afterwards laid before 
the council and the parliament. They are ac- 
cordingly noticed in the books of both. They 
are there noticed, juft as we have feen them in 
Throgmorton’s account before, without.any fpe- 
cification of the language. They were, therefore, 
in the common Janguage of the ifland ftill, 
The council defcribes them, as “ divers hir pre- 
* vie lettres writtin and fubferivic with hir awin 
“hand ;” and the-parliament chara¢terizes them, 


* Goodill, ii, 9-109, 206, 207, and 84. : 
as 
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i ‘as “divers hir previe letteris wpietin halelic 


*« with hir awin hand.” = + 

In the council there were probably feve, 
who underftood not the French language. In 
the parliament there were certainly many. That 
all the counfellors ef Scotland fhould be ac- 
quainted with French, is utterly incredible for 
any period, even of Mary’s orsher mother’s go- 
vernment, We particularly know, that fome of 
the rebel counfellors were not. We have al- 
ready feen Mr. James Makgill, to be a man. of 
confiderable confequence among the rebels. He 
was even of fo much, that he was fent on the 
14th of Auguft, 1567, together with the Earl of 


Morton, the Earl of Glencairn, and the juftice- - 


clerk, to wait upon the French*embaffadour, and 
to return an anfwer to the meffage which the 
latter had brought, concerning the imprifon- 
ment of Mary... Yet we have a plain proof, that 
even: he was not acquainted with French. 
4* Monf, de Lynerol,” fays Throgmorton,—** re- 
*¢ quired,—that he might have in writing what 
‘* had been faid by the faid Mr. James Macgill 
*« (who pronounced all the premifes in the Scotti/o 
“© tongue );which, upon the faid dé Lynerol’s defire, 
was interpreted into French by the jultice-clerk.”’* 
But a grand revolution had now taken place. In 
fuch a fermentation, we know, the fvces Romuli 
of every community work up co the, furface. 
Zeal and activity recommend to offices,, in pre- 


ference to rank and title. Some of the lower 


orders of life, therefore, are raifed to the higher 
departments of the ftate.. And, in this political 


* Keith, 444. ‘Se 
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kind of regeneration, fome would naturally “be 
made counfellors, who had never learned French. 
But in the parliament there muft have been num- 
bers. Some, feveral, perhaps many, “of the 


Lords; moft, if not all, the knights;° and all 


the burgeffes to a man, I fuppofe ; would range 
on the long lift. We actually find one daron 
and many geatlemen at this period, who had not 
only ot learned French, who had not even learned 
Scotch, who could not even write their own 
names. * Yet to thefe members of the council 
and the parliament, as well as to others, were 
the letters produced. Thefe were called upon 
equally with the others, to hear the letters, to 
confider them as fubftantial evidences of murder 
again{ft Mary, ahd to’ require the feals of fome 
of the principal perfons in each parliamentary 
eftate, to be put to the law, that pafied in’ con- 
fequence of them. It was refolved in the coun- 
cil, that “ a parte of the three Eftats,—Prellats, 
“« Bifhoppes, Greit Barrons, and Burgeffes, gif 
‘ thair felis heirupon.” It was accordingly de- 
creed in parliament, that * ane pairt of the three 


* Eftatis,—Prelatis, Bifchopis, Greit Barronis, - 


“and Burgeffis, gaif thair feillis thairupon.” + 


* Anderfon, ii, 233,“ Michael Lord Carleyll, with my 
‘hand at the pen, Al, Hay, Notarius;” 235,.238, 239, 
and 240. And “ moft of thefe fubfcribers,” fays Anderfon 
in Gen. Preface, xxxvii, were parliamentary men. 

+ Goodall, ii. 65, 69, and 234. A few of cach eftate fet 
to their private feals, in fign of the’concurréace of the reft. 
* Certain of the nobles,” fays Randolph to Cecil, Aug. 10, 
1560, “fubfcribe unto them, and put to their feals.”’ Robert- 
fon, ii. 321, And the number i is  fex of the principale of 
“ every eftate,” Keith, 7. 
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At this parliament, fay the rebels, was a greater 
affembly of members in all the three eftates, 
than had been known for a hundred years before.* 
The ignorance of French, therefore, muft have 
preponderated in an equal proportion. But 
there were certainly more provofts of petty bo- 
-roughs in it, for then the reprefentatives of bo- 
roughs were real burgefies, and the mayors of 
the burgeffes; than had ever been known per- 
haps in any parliament preceding. | |The igno- 
rance of French, therefore; muft have preponde- 
rated very heavily in the fcale. And, confe- 
quently, the letters prefented to them could have 
been only Scotch. 

They were in the fame language, as Throg- 
morton’s defigned to be. Yet they were not the 
fame letters as his. His were only to accufe 
Mary of the murder. They pretended not to 
reveal any adultery of hers, either with Bothwell 

or with others. But thefe were written direétly 
mo Bothwell, They were confequently big with 
adultery, and.an adultery confined entirely to 
him. And, while Throgmorton’s were “ as 
« apparent proof as might be” of the murder in 
themfelves, thefe were obliged to be coupled 
with the fubfequent marriage to Bothwell, to . 
infer her privity to it. “* Be divers hir previec 
* Jetteris,” fays the act of parliament, ‘ writtin 
‘ € halelie with hir awin hand, and fend be hir to 
«© James fumtyme Erle of Bothwell, cheif execu- 
*€ tour, of the horribill murthour ;—end be hir 


* Goodall, ii. 234, and Anderfon, Gen, Pref. xxxvi. 
}, Goodall, i. 58, and Keith, 466. 
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‘ ungodlie and difhonourabill proceding to ane 
* pretendit mariage with him, fuddandlie and 
“ unprovilitlie thairefter, it is maift certane, that 
«fcho was previe,” &c.* - So different were 
thefe from Throgmorton’s! They were evi- 
dently a new fet- of letters, fabricated for the 
prefent purpofe. Such was the origin of the 
SECOND feries, the TEN that ] have noted in the 
laft chapter, Thefe, as I have there  fhewn, 
were to Throgmorton’s and the eight the in- 
termediate work, in the procefs of tranfmutation. 
The fecond feries muft neceffarily be fo; from its 
numerical relation to both. And as the teh 
have already appeared to be the letters alluded to 
in the rebel journal, fo were they demonttratively 
written in the Scottifh language. 

To prove this, I need only recite once fhore 
the account which the commiffioners have given, 
of the exhibition of the eight and the ten together 
at Weftminfter. This ‘ daye,” they fay, “ the 
*¢ Erle of Murray, according to the appoyntmient 
“ yefterday, came to the Quene’s Majeftie’s 


« commiffioners, faying, that as they had yefter- 


“‘ night produced and fhewed fundry ‘wrytings, 
“‘ tending to, prove the hatred which the Quene 
« of Scots bare towards her hufband to the tyme 
“« of his murder, wherin alfo they faid might ap- 
*€ pear fpeciall arguments of her inordinate love 
“* towards the Erle Bothwell; fo, for the further 
“ fatisfaction both of the Quene’s Majeftie and 


*‘theyr lordfhips, they were ready to produce — 


«« and fhew a great number of other letters wryt- 


* Goodall, ii. 64, and 67. 
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ten by the faid Quene, wherin, ,as they faid, 
“might appear very evidently her inordinate 
*¢ loye towards the faid Erle Bothwell, with fun- 
‘dry other arguments of her guiltynes of the 


‘murder of her hufband: And fo therupon 


**hey produced feven feveral wrytings wrytten 


in French, in the lyke Romain hand’ as others 


«her letters, which were fhewed yefternight, and 


**avowed by them to, be wrytten by the faid 


“ Quene; which feven wrytings being copied 
“« were read in French.’ * Here.the oppofition 
in the language is manifeft, betwixt the letters, 
of December the 8th, and the letters of Decem- 
ber the 7th, éo/e are particularly noted to have 
been French. Thefe were therefore Scotch. 

. But we fee it ftill more plainly in the rebel 


journal...“ January 27,” it fays, “ the Quene 


(CONFORME TO HIR COMMISION, as SHE WRYTTIS) 
** brought the King from Glafcow—towards Edyn- 
* brough.”. . That letter of the ten, which is 
here referred to, had evidently fome words in it 
concerning ‘‘hir commiffion.” They accord- 
ingly appear, in one of the prefent letters, and 
run thus: ‘ According to my commiffioun, I 
*« bring the man with me,” &c.+ And thus one 
of the ten was, apparently compofed in mar Scot- 
tifh language. 

There is alfo in the journal another i Spike 
which relates to another of thefe.letters. “ Jan. 
“ gath,” the journal tells us, “the Quene re- 
« maynit at Glafcow, lyck asifhe did the 25th and 
« the 26th, and hayd the conference with the King 


* Appendix, No. vii, + See Let. ii, in volume 2d. 
«< whereof 


tt 


<< wheteof fhe wryttis; and in this ‘tyme wrayt 
« hir Byte and uther letteris to Bothwell.”*’*The 
fingular appellation of 4i// for one of Mary’s let- 
ters from Glafgow, given with fo much eafe, 
and given as a difcriminating note of that letter 
from the reft, was plainly borrowed from the 


pretended Mary herfelf, who exprefsly calls ‘her ’ 


firft letter a di/]. Mr. Goodall indeed, who was 
the firft that obferved this derivation of the name 
from the one to the other, has very juftly re- 
marked the word, by an accidental error of the 
*prefs, to have been ftrangely altered into dible, 
** T am gangand,” fays the Mary of the forgers, 
“to feik myne [repofe] till the morne, quhen I 
*« fall end my dydill.”+ If the firft / in the word 
bylle, as Mr. Goodall very properly adds in order 
to account for this wild transformation, has ‘the 
hair-ftroke at the lowerend turned up a little; “or 
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if a {mall fpot of ink touches it ; the wordimmedi- 


ately lengthens into dyd/e. { The vicious read- 
ing therefore is fufficient of itfelf, and with the aid 
of the journal i is more than fufficient, to proclaitn 
the genuine and original reading. All long writ+ 


ings, whether letters or not, were then denomi-° 


nated bills; as the fhort are denominated d7//-ers 
to this day. Accordingly, the firft letter is pecu- 
liarly éalled by Mary her dyl/e, as it is a remark- 
ably long one; and is actually afferted by the com- 
miffioners at York, to be * one horrible and dong 
© letter.”§ And thus another of the ten is de- 
monitrated to have been written in the Scotch. 
Rice: Appendix, No. x. + L.i. S. xix. in v. 2d, 
t Goodall, i, 86 and 87. § Appendix, No. v. 
Gg 3 Thofe 
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>» Thofe epities then, ‘which were dated iinme- 
. diately by the dates in the journal, which are re- 


_ ferred to fo fipecifically in the terms of ‘the jour- 


nal, and which were the fecond fet of letters 


againft Mary, the ten-of Morton’s receipt, and 
thé companions and mirrours to the!¢ight at 
‘Weftrninfter, were demonftrably written in Scotch. 
In Scotch they were, whén’they were prefented 
to the council and parliament. In Scotch they 
alfo -were, when the journal was completed. 
And in Scotch they continued to be, when they 
appeared with the French eight at Weftmintter. 


t § om. 

THUS were the firft and the fecond fet of 
letters againft Mary, both, equally in the Scottifh 
language! Thus did the pretended treafures of 
the gilt box»prove to be ScorrisH letters, for 
SIX WHOLE MonTHS after the box and its trea 
fures had been: intercepted by the rebels! Nor 
would there ever have been any other letters, if 
Mary-had-not-efcaped from Lochlevin; if with 
a igenerous*confidence, that never yet was the 
portion of flagitioufnefs, fhe had not thrown her- 
felf upon the compaffion, the honour, and the 
friendfhip of Elizabeth ; and if Elizabeth, .with a 
’ bafenefs that is at once illuftrated and aggravated 
by that generofity, had not founded vpon it the 
infamous project, of loading Mary with a charge 
of murder,-under pretence of adjufting her dif- 
ferences with her:rebels. This project fet all the 
wheels of Murray’s machines to work, That 
fabrick of terrour, which had-been erected before 

- for 
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ment; and had been forced to be buttreffed, even 
for its fhort hour of exhibition, by the provifional 
confpiracy againft the life of Mary; would not 
bear to be tranfported into England, and fhewn 
to the commiffioners there. A new one mutt be 
formed, that would ftand of itfelf, and bear more 
infpection. A new fet of letters was fabricated. 
The ten were reduced at firft to five, and then 
multiplied again into eight. And, what was 
much more, the language of all was refolved to 
be changed. That fuch a violent alteration as 
this fhould be meditated, feems very extraordi- 
nary. But it was fuggefted by the everlafting 
anxiety of guilt. Knavery, ever watching the 
movements of its own fhadow, fufpicion, whif+ 
pered in fecret to its palpitating heart; that letters 
UNSEALED, and written in the common language 
of the country, might indeed by the impreffion 
of that ftrong conviction, which was employed 
to enforce them in Scotland, be admitted as evi- 
dences of adultery and murder there; but would 
be rejected as abfolutely incredible in’ England, 
where fuch a conviétion could not be employed, 
and fuch an impreffion would not be made. In 
England, Murray could no longer command 
filence from fear. In England; he could’ no 
longer generate credulity by enthufiafm. In the 
land of fobernefs‘and freedom, the mode of con- 
veying the letters would be feverely canvaffed, 
and might perhaps lead to a deteétion at once, 
They were-therefore to be re-formed. And they 
were to appear for the future; in Frexcw, 33 
“f CG £4 But 
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But the time was too prefling for their imme- 
diate departure, to allow a fufficient interval of 
preparation for their French appearance. Mary 
threw herfelf into the inhofpitable arms: of Eng- 
land, on the, 16th of May, 1568. Murray in- 
ftantly fent up proper inftructions to,his agent in 
- London, Mr. John Wood, for intercepting all 
returns of kindnefs fromElizabeth to her. He, 
therefore, offered to vindicate the whole.of his pro- 
ceedings againft her. And he fent.up the letters as 
his vindication. Elizabeth inftantly, with all the 
promptnefs of a foul that had run a long career 
of policy and unfeelingnefs, clofed with his offer. 
So early as the 8th of June the replied to it, and 
accepted it. ‘* By your fervant Mr. John Wood,” 
the fays,..‘Swe have underftood your offer, to 
' “makesdeclaration unto us of your whole do- 
«¢ ings.”’* Murray rejoined to this addrefs on the 
2od of June following. ‘ For our offer,”. he. 
fays, “*to mak her Majeftie declaratioun of our 
‘© haill doingis, anent that quhair-with the Quene, 
“our fouverane lordis mother, chargis us ;—we 
«< have ALREDDY fent unto our fervand Mr. Jhone 
«« Wode, that quhilk we taift fall fufficiently 
« refolve hir Majeftie,. of ony thing {cho ftandis 
« doubtful unto.” This which he had already 


* fent, he tells us afterwards, was ‘ fic LETTERIS 





«as we haif of the Quene, our foverane lordis 
« mother, that fufficientlie, in our .opinioun, 
<¢-preivis hir confenting to the murthure of the 
« king hir lauchful hufband.’”’} So fuddenly had 
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Murray thought himfelf obliged to difpatch the 
letters away for London! “He had no time, there= 
fore, for tranfmuting the Scotch of thei ‘into 
French. He had not even refolved upon the 
tranfmutation then. He had aétually fent them 
up in their native drefs, without any ‘intimation 
that it was a foreign one. They were yet in the 
Scotch language. ‘* Our fervand Mr. Jhone 
« Wode,” ‘as Murray adds, << hes the copies of 
“ the famin letteris—1n our LaANcuaGE.”* And 
the letters continued to be Scorcn, for mor® 
THAN A ‘TWELVEMONTH POSTERIOUR TO THE 
DISCOVERY OF THEM. But a refolution being 
taken before the 22d of June to put the letters 
into French, and thefe having been already fent 
up in Scotch; what was to be done,#in order to 
purfue the refolution and to conceal 'the-change? 
This was a preffing difficulty. How fhall Mur- 
ray wind himfelf out of it? The letters are goné 
in Scotch. They cannot be recalled to be 
Frenchified. How then fhall the new plan 6f 
operations be executed? It was executed thus, 
And this hero in artifice only fhines the more 


from his trials. He enters upon his meafuresim- * 


mediately. He may afterwards profecute them 
effectually. ‘He fpeaks of the Scotch originals 
in London, as merely a tranflation from another 
language. “ Our fervand Mr. Jhone Wode,” he 
fays in his verbal difpatch of the 22d of June, . 


<< hes the copies of the famin letteris TRANSLATIT — 


“jn our language.” . This marks the com- 
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- mencement of the plan, for the French appear- 
ance of the letters. And it forms avery im- 
‘ portant epocha, in the annals of them, 

‘But it was attended with a grofs abfurdity.. If 
fufpicion be the fhadow of guilt, folly forms half 
of its fubftance. A fudden change from one 

f mode of impofition-to another, is fure to betray 
its knavery by its folly... And we have feen the 
obfervation repeatedly exemplified, in the varia- 
tions of the letters before. The rebels are now 
'. to exemplify it once again. . They fend.a tran/- 
lation of the letters, to prove a horrible imputa- 
tion upon their Queen; when they profefs to 
have..the originals. They fend letters to Eliza- 
beth, that pretend to be the handwriting of Mary, 
’ and that, from her handwriting and her words, are 
to fubftantiate a charge of murder againft her; 
and »yet fend, them without any of her handwrit- 
ing; and even without any of her words, in them. 
Thig is the very ftep and gait of villainy. It is 
ali artificial and unnatural. Murray betrayed 
his villainy by it, to every eye except his own. 
The hunted oftrich thrufts his head into a bufh 
. for fhelter, and never reflects on his expofed car- 
cafe behind...And men long pra¢tifed in the 
habits of diffimulation, in conftraining the honefty. 
of nature within the trammels of knavery, and in 
torturing man into a fraudulent over-reacher -of 
his brethren, feem.at length to lofe their difcern- 
ment by the very exercife of it, to forget what is 
natural amidft their attention to artificial opera~ 
tions, and to confound their underftandings i in 
the tangles and mazesofitheir cunhing. 
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§ iv. 


THUS had Murray determined to appear 
againft Mary, in the prefence of Elizabeth’s com- 
mifioners, with a fet of French letters. Thus 
had he even announced his intentions, in a formal 
manner, to Elizabeth herfelf. Yet, after all, he 
remained dubious about it. Appear againft her 
he muft. But whether he fhall appear with 
French or with Scotch letters, he cannot decide 
at prefent. "We therefore fee him at this period, 
ridiculoufly fufpended in his conduét, betwixt 
his reafons and his annunciation upon one fide, 
aiid fome counter-reafons, that now prefented 
themfelves to his imagination, on the other. The 
wavering balance continued to incline fucceffively 
both ways. - And at laft it fettled into its pri- 
mary inclination, in favour of Scotland. 

When Murray refolved upon French lett®rs, 
he did it in one of thofe fudden impulfes of con- 
viction, that frequently rufb in at once upon the 
thinking mind, and feem to be the momentary 
irradiations of fome opening fun within it. * The 
abfurdity of fending fuch letters unfealed, and in 
the ordinary language of the country, flafhed all 
at once upon his underftanding. He muft ftill 
fend them unfealed. He could not fupply the 
defe& of Mary's fignet. But he could alter 
the letters accordingly. He ‘had already done 
fo in the dates, the fubferiptions, and the direc- 
tions, And, the moment this new conviction 
an + 2 - darted 
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darted in upon him, he refolved to make another - 
and a grander alteration, by changing the lan- © 


- guage. As the fame principle had already put 


him upon other reformations of the letters, it 
was fure to operate fir? upon his {pirit at prefent, 
and to put him upon this, the greateft of all. A 
Frenchman, indeed, appeared to be the bearer of 
two of the letters.* © But a Scotchman appeared 
to be the carrier of another.4- And Scotchmen 
mutt be prefumed to be the conveyers of all the reft. 
With this conviction ating forcibly on his mind, 

he had faid what he ad faid to Elizabeth’s agent 
on the 22d of June. Yet when the agent was 
gone back to London, and Murray had leifure 
to think over the whole matter comprehensively, 
he began to hefitate betwixt contrary convictions. 
He beholds .abfurdity encountering abfurdity. 
And how fhall he win his way through them un- 
hurt? That the letters were in Scotch at the 
time of their appearance before the parliament, 
muft have been known to all who faw or who 
heard them there, and through them to the whole 
nation. If the letters fhould now make their ap- 
pearance in French, the commiffioners of Mary 
would certainly, with every feal of fecrecy that 
could be ftamped upon the proceeding, come to 
the knowledge of it... And they would be happy 
to catch at fuch a damning proof of forgery as 
this, and to trumpet it round the ifland,. [his 
was a very powerful principle of attraction, towards 
the.old fyftem of Scotch letters,. But then there 


* Paris of the rft and 8th. + Beaton of the 2d. 
; was 
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. was an equally powerful one, in favour of the 
new fyftem of French. He had increafed the in- 
fluence of the latter too, by the meffage which he 
had fent to Elizabeth. And from the mutual 
counteraction of both, a third principle was ge- 
nerated, which kept him from following either, 
and made him move én circulo.a while. 

__ The fame apprehenfivenels, which put him upon 
thinking to make his letters. French, put him 
equally upon adding other writings to them. , Tho/e 
were to be new-dreffed for the new exhibition, 
which they were to make upon the theatre of Eng- 
land. The/e were to enlarge the number of the Dra- 
matis Perfone there. He therefore formed a couple 
of marriage-contratts for Mary. He alfo formed 
one long fonnet for her. And he fubjoined a new 
fet of letters to both. But bow did -he execute ’ 
his purpofe? With a fair equipoife of affeé€tion 
for Scotland and for France. One of the con- 
traéts was drawn up in Scotch, and the otheryin 
French, In French was the fonnet compofed. 
But in Scotch were the letters written, So ap-, 
parently was the mind of Murray, at this period, 
hanging in medio betwixt Scotland and France ; 


Like Mahomet’s tomb, ’twixt earth and heaven! 


That ‘the fonnets ‘were written originally in 
French, was formerly denied with ftrenuoufnefs 
by the partifans of Mary. It is now admitted 
with faintnefs only. But it is exceedingly clear 
in itfelf.. They are attended indeed, like the let- 
ters, by a Scotch copy. But the copy is de- 
monftrably a trapflation. This the whole air and 
complexion of the language fhews. This the 

rythmical 
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sryelemnioad nature of the fauzes in the one,‘and die , 


un-rythmical courfe of the izes in the other, de- 
cifively proves. And I need only refer my reader 
‘to the firf {trophe of both in the third volume, in 
order to convince him at a glance, that the French 
is the original, that the Scotch is a tranflation, 
and that it is a faty averbal, and a vicious one.* 
But the five letters, which were now to be pre- 
fented together with the fonnets. in England, 
‘were not, like them, in French. They fhould 
have been, in conformity to the plan of June the 
22d above. They fhould have been, in corre- 
f{pondence to that partial execution of it in the 
fonnets. Yet they were not. The principle, 
which had produced the fonnets, was deferted in 
the letters. And Murray fettled again upon his 
original ground, in a fet of Scotch letters. 


§ Vv. 

T HE exhibition of the writings againft Mary, 
was determined by Elizabeth to be made at York, 
. Formal preparations were accordingly made for 
the purpofe. The theatre was opened. “The 
actors were ready. And the curtain was juft be- 
ginning to rife; to difplay the cafket of Mary, 
like Portia’s in the play ; and to invite the com- 
miffioners folemnly to the fight. Burt lo! juft at 
the critical moment, Murray fteps out upon the 


ftage, like an old prologue, and fhews all the 


* It is but juftice to’ Drs, Robertfon to obferve, that he 
> was the firft, who argued the fonnets to have been originally 

French, and who wfed this kind of arguments to prove “oy 
fo. See his Differtation, 33—-34. 
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fubftance-of the play before-hand. On the roth 
of O&ober he delivered the letters, fonnets, and 
contracts, privately to. the commiffioners. They 
noticed them however, even in this clandeftine 
production of them, with an attention, which was 
very proper in itfelf, and is peculiarly ufeful to 
us. They firft. gave a general account of each 
of them, in a difpatch to Elizabeth, They then 
added.an analyfis of the three principal of them. 
To both, they fubjoined a long feries of extraéts 
from the three. Thefe extracts are peculiarly 
important to our prefent purpofe. They indi- 
cate the language of all at this period, beyond a 
poffibility of doubt. And I fhall lay this very de- 
cifive, though thitherto unobferved, teftimony 
concerning it, in its full force before my readers. 


The commiffioners form what they call, “notes » 
« drawin furth of the Quenis lettres fent tothe? 


«Erle Bothwell.” In thefe they give us ex- 
traéts, out of each of the three firft letters in the 
prefent publication. They particularly. dwell 
upon the firft. Its contents and its length de- 
manded this attention at their hands. And I tha 
therefore dwell upon it too. 

«« Imprimis,” they fay of the firft, * after lang 
 difcourfe of hir,’” Mary’s, ‘* conference. with 
“< the king hir hufband in Glafcow, fche wreitis 
« tothe faid Erle un Tarr [thefe} rexmxs.” They 
then begin their extracts. The firft runs thus + 
« This is my firft jurnay, I fall end the fame the 
«« morne; I wreite in all thingis, howbeit they be 
<« of littill weycht, to the end that ye may tak 


ee ane 


eh 


«« the beft of all to judge upoun ; 1am in doing — 





‘« armis, my deir luife. 


es: Prac winDTC ATI ON OF : 
“cane wark heir, that I haitte gretlie: Haif ye 
. £€ not defyre to lauche, to fie me lie fa weill, at 


«te the leift to diffemble fo weill, and to tell him 
“*¢ the treuth betwix handis.”” They immedi- 


ately add this remark and this extraét. << Item,” 
they fay, “ fhortly after: «* We are coupled with 
¢<¢ rwae fals racis; the devill fyndere us, and God 
* mot knit us togidder for ever, for the maift 
‘se faithful cupple that ever he unitit; this is my 
*¢ faith, -I will die in it.” They, direétly pro- 
ceed to this paffage, and preface it in this man- 
ner: * Item, thairefter,  ‘** I am not weill at eafe, 
«¢ and zeit verray glaid to wreit unto you quhen 
«« the reft are flepand, fen that I cannot fleip as 
«¢ they do, and as I wald defyir, that is in your 
”  Thefe, I fuppofe, are 
fufficient to prove my point concerning the firft 
letter. But, that I may not leave one fingle 
fhade of doubt upon the mind of my reader, I 


|. fhall lay a couple of extraéts more before him. 


The weight of the argument will not be really in- 
creafed by them. One paffage from one letter 


.would fuffice for that. But the impreffion upon 


the mind will be*the greater. - And this fhould 
be confidered by an author, as well as the other. 
« Item,” the commiffioners proceed, ‘ thus {che 
“€ concludis the lettre: « Wareit mocht this 
«¢ pokifhe man be, that caufés me haif fa meikill 
“pane, for without hym I wald haif ane far 


air plefant fubjeét to difcourfe-upoun: He 


**¢ js not oer meikle fpilt, but he has gottin verray 


-* mekill; he has almaift flane me with his braith 3 


“it is war nor your unclis, and zeit I cum na 
«<¢ neirar, 
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’ ©€ neirar, bot fat. in ane cheir at the, bed-fute, S 
“and Tie beand at the uther end thairof.”’ And, ~ 
as they go on, * Item, Thairefter, ««« yegarme 
\ «<< diffemble fa far, that I haif hocring thairat, 
“« and ze caus me almailt do the officeofan 
* trahatores: Remember yow, yf it wer not to 
*«« obey yow, k had raither be-deid, or I did it; my 
* heart blidis at it: Summa, he will nat cum 
«« with me, except upon conditioun that I fall 
«be at bed and bourd with hym as of befoir, 
“¢ and that I fall leif hym na efter.”” 
“But I have tired myfelf, and, I fuppofe, my 
reader, by giving thefe extracts. Yet there are 
no Jefs than fix more behind. Thofe will thew 
however, in the moft demonftrative manner, that 
the First letter continued to be Scotch as late as © 
the conference at York. And, if the firft was, 
we may be fure the reft were too, But let us not 
leave the point upon, inferences, when we. can 
fix it upon pofitive proofs. The fame chain of, 
evidence etends ftill farther. Anditcarriesthe —* 
fame eleétrical ftroke of conviétion, from the 
fecond and the third letters, as well as the firft. ». 
The commiffioners enter upon the fecond letter 
us: “ Item, in ane uther letter fent be Betoun: 
«« As to me, howbeit I heir noe farther newes 
«< from | yow, according to my commiffion, I 
«¢ bring the man with me to Craigmillar upon 
«<« Munday, quhair he will be all Wednifday ; 
<< and Iwill gang to Edinburt to draw bluid of . 
come, gif in the mene eI get no newes in the 
«« contrair from yow.”” gothrough with it 
thus: © Item, Verray fchortlie after: «6 £ «et Summa, | 
VOLT Hh ma nt ae 
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«« ye will fay he makis the court to me, of the 
«¢ guhilk I tak fo gret plefeur, that I enter never 

«¢ quhair he is, bot incontinent I tak the feiknes 

"© of my fyde, I ame foe fafchit with it; yf Pa-.. ° 
*°¢ reis bring mé that quhilk I fend hym for,. 4 
«© treaft it fall amend me: I pray yow adverteis 
**¢ me of your newes at length, and quhat I fall 
€¢ do in caice ye be not returnit quhen I cum 
“<thair; for, in cais ye work not wyfelie, I fie 
«< that the haill burthin of this will fall upon my 
“« fchulderis; proyyde forall thingis, and dif- 
“ courfe upon it firft-yourfelf.”” 

Thefe paffages fhew the secowp letter to have 

been, equally with the firft, continued in the 
_ Scotch language, even down to the exhibition of 
both at York, But let us now apply the conduéfor 
to the rH1Rp letter. And we fhall fee the fame 
fparks Of light, iffuing with the fame freon and 
foudnefs from it. 

The commiffioners advance up to it, in this 
manner. “Item,” they fay, ‘ in ane uther let- 
“tre: «J pray yow, according to your promeis, 
“¢ to difcharge your hart to me, utherwayis I will 
sigs hae g that my malheure, and th¢ guide com- 

fmg of thame, that hes not ‘the third part of 
rake be faythfull and willing obedience unto yow 
. “that I beyre, has wyne, againis my will, that 
_ advantage over me quhilk the fecund luif of 
 Jafon wan ; not that I wolde compair yow to 
» “© ane fa unhappie as he was, nor yit myfelf to 
**¢ ane foe unpetifull a woman as fche; howbeit 
_ © ye caufe ma be fumquhat lyck unto hir in ony 
kd Ni “that twichis i or that may ae 

; ani 
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* and keip yow to hir, to quhome ye onlie ap- 
*« pertein, yf it may be fuer that I may appro- : 
‘<< priat that quhilk is wonne throuche faythfull, 
‘sg yea only luifing yow, quhilk Ido and falldo 

all the dayis of my lyif, for pane and evil 
ee Nhat can cum thereof: In recompenfe of the 
*-quhilk, and of all the evil quhilks ye haif bein 
*« caufe of to me, remember yow upon the place 
“¢ heir befyd; 8c.’””* 

The three firft letters, then, were demonftrably 
written in the Scotch language. They are evi- 
denced to have been fo, by the luftre of their 
own light. Nof let any attempts be made to 
fhroud this fun, which fhines fo brightly; by fan- 
taftical allegations of Murray’s prefenting a 
Scotch tranflation at York, as he pretended be- . 
fore to have fent a Scotch tranflation to London. 7 
Murray himfelf forbids the attempt, and defies : 
the allegation. ‘ The faid erle,” as the com- 
miffioners themfelves inform us, “ hath been 
** content privatlie to sHEW US SUCH MATTEIR, . 
“as THEY HAvE to condempne the Quene of 
«¢ Scottes of the.murder of her hufband.” His 
affiftants accordingly « fhewed unto us,” as they ] 
add, «a copie of a bond bearing date,” &c,- it 
«: Theare was alfo a contract fhewed unto us,” as 
they further add, * figned with ibe Quene’s hand, ~ 
*© and alfo with Bothwell’s, bearing date,” &c; 

“¢ and there was alfo a contract fhewed unto us, 
“¢ of the Quene’s own band,—bearing no date.” But ee 
as they fubjoin concerning fome of the letters, | 
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| aa | ie appeated al unto us by two letters or HER 

|  owNne HAND, that it was by hir own practice 

"and confent, that Bothwell thould take her and 

i « carry her to Dunbar.” ‘Thefe were. evidenly 7 

| two of the letters from Stirling. - From neith 
of thefe have we had any extraéts before. Wet 
thefe were equally produced, we fee, ‘with the 
other. And they. muft therefore have been 
equally Scotch with them. But let us hear the 
commiffioners again. ‘ After the devife of the 
“* murder was determined, as it feemed by the 
« fequel; they inferred upoma letter or HER OWN 
© HAND, that there was another mean, of a more 

ee cleanly conveyance, devifed to kill the King : 
“ for there was,” &c. Thefe were all very evi- . 
‘dently, not copies, not tranflations, but originals, 

_ Jetters {as was pretended) in the very handwrit~ 
ing’of Mary. But let us now come to thofé let- 
ters themfelves, from which the extraéts “were 
“made. ‘The commiffioners thus fpeak of the firft 

» and principal of them: « Afterwards they fhewed 
¢¢ unto us one horrible and long letter or HER 
«'owN HAND, as they faye, conteyning,” &c. 
This was very evidently not a tranflation, and 

snot even a copy, but the original irfelf, the very 
letter which they pretended Mary to have writ- 
> > ten to Bothwell. And the commiffioners finally 
Mai clofe their whole account in fuch a manner, as 
‘proves this, as proves the two’ others, as. proves 
‘all ‘that were produced, to’ have been the very 
originals themfelves. * Thefe men heare,” they 

fay, ‘* do conftantlie affirme the faid letters, and 

yd PA eoiha writings, which hoe ‘produce oF HER 

gfe “own 


/ 


See = 


ee es Ss: 


MARY QUEEN OF scoTs, 469. 


“ OWN HAND, to be HER OWN HAND indede; » 
«< and do offer to fwear and take their oaths there- 


© upon.”* Thus is Murray exprefsly affirmed to 
ave afferted, and to have even offered to {wear, 
that the letters particularly, which he thewed to 
the commiffioners, were the very letters which 
Mary had fent, were in the very writing in which 
Mary had penned them, and were in-the very 
language and terms in which Mary had compofed 
them, 
The letters then were Scotch, at their appear- 





ance in York. . They were Scotch, in the par- | — 


liament before. - They were Scotch, in the couns 
cil preceding. And they had now remained 
Scotch, from. their firft creation in the end of 
November 1567, to the middle of October 1568; 
through the long period of ten or eleven Months. 
In this compafs of time they had undergone many 
alterations, fome formal, an@ feveral fubftantial. 

But they had adinitted no alteration in this re 
fpe&t. Their primary dialeé fill remained upon 
them, under every change. It feems to have 
been the original framen of their conftitution. It 


feems to be in the letters, what the bone nuz of ~ 


the Hebrews is faid to be in.the body, what no 
accident impairs, what no deftruction annihilates, 
and what triumphs equally over the cafualties of 
the world and: we defolations of the grave, 
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SUCH did the language of the letters re- 
main, to the prefent moments of their hiftoy/. 
‘But fuch it does not long remain. afterw@fds. 
“The hour of alteration indeed is already come. 
And even this original amen of their conftitution 
is now to be broke ; even this facred bone in their 
body is now to become a prey to diffolution ; and 
the changes undergone by them before,’ thall be 
_confummated in its fall. 
~ When Murray exhibited his letters in parlia- 


. 


"ment, he exhibited them in the native Janguage 


of the country. This-was therefore a fact, if ever 
any was, of fuch a quality and nature, as was 
too publick not to be known, and too notorious 
not to. be owned. Yet, in fpite of its publick- 
nefs and notoriety, Murray afterwards pretended 
‘to Elizabeth, that the letters were in Frencu. 


. So goolly confident could he be at times, in his 


own powers of affertion! But, within only four 
months afterward, he a€tually produced them to 


. her commiffioners in Scorcn. _ And ‘this flight 


" “aunion of fads fhews us ftrikingly, the lively im- 


modefty, and the prompt verfatility, of guilt in 
him. We have even a ftronger evidence of both 
yet behind. In eight or nine weeks only, after he 
had prefented his letters in Scorcn, he again 
prefented them in Frenen. This thews us ftill 
more ftrikingly, the bold and hardened, forehead 
wof falfehood, which his habitual hypocrify had 
given him. Onthe 8thof December he appeared 


. Before thofe yery commiffioners, who had been 


fhewn 
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{hewn the letters in Scorcu on the roth of O@o- - > 
ber before, who had drawn up an account of all 


X of them, who had formed an abftrac of three of 
Ne and who had: made confiderable extracts 
] 





the three; and to them he exhibited the 
etters again in Frencu. This even exceeds all 
that amazing “ power of face,” which we have 
feen exercifed by Murray before. Perhaps the ° 
world never faw a more aftonifhing {pectacle of 
profligate affurance, than this. And audacious ~~ 
vice had certainly rubbed his brow, with her 
hardeft pumice 7 


Perfricuit froutem, pofuitque pudorem, 


But let not Murray bear all the blame. The 
commiffioners of Elizabeth, and Elizabeth herfelf, 
muft come in for a Jarge thare of it. The former 
had ‘feen, perufed, and ftudied»the letters, One 
of them, probably; had drawn up the general ac- 
count of each of the five produced. Another 
had formed the analyfis of the principal three. 4 
And the thitd had made the large and numerous — 
extraéts from them. That they were in Scoren.. 
therefore, that in Scorcu they pretended to be 
of Mary’s-handwriting, and that in Scorcn Mur- 
ray and his allies offered to fwear, and folemnly 
afferted, them to be of her handwriting; mutt i 
have been indelibly impreffed upon the minds 
and memories of all. ~Yet only a few, avery few, 
weeks afterwards, they faw the fame letters in the 
fame handwriting, prefuming to mock at their 
qnindsy and to infult over their memories, by 

Hh 4 -prefent- 
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prefenting themielves now in Frenen, and ftill- 


_- pretending to be Mary’s and the fame. And, 


what feems amazing to an honeft fpirit, they be- 
held the bold deception, they received the darin 
impofture, without SepEREEnEOn and without fe- 
mark. } 

But it was all chargeable to Elizabeth. She 
' was the sun of the whole fyftem. They were 
merely her planets, atuated. by her influence, 
attracted towards her center, and moving in du- 
‘tiful attendance about her orb.. She had received 
their difpatches concerning the letters from York. 
She had read their general account of them, their 
analyfis, and their extraéts. She had Jaid them. 
all before her privy council, And the had writ- 
tena reply to all. . That the letters of Mary were 
then in Scotcu, muft have been engraven in 
-charaéters of brafs upon her memory, for half a 
century of years. Yet the, even fhe, in lefg than 
half a dozen years, in \efs than one, in lefs than 
balf a dozen months, in lefs than two, in fifty- 
ine days only, fuffered the letters to be re- 
produced in Frencu ; fuffered them itill to 
maintain their claim to the hand of Mary ; and 
even folemnly ratified their claim on collation, 
_. before the fame counfellors and the fame com- 


miffioners. 


She was the fecret caufe of all, Her privy 
counfellors prefumed not to fee but with her eyes, 
and her commiffioners pretended not to hear but 

_ with her ears. They thought only as fhe fug- 
_gefted, They wajted till the ; 


ere 


* 
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; gave the awful nod, 3 
\ The ftamp of fate, and fanction of the God. 





ey then faw her intimate her decree, that Mary 
hadywritten the letters originally in Scorcn, that 
Mary had alfo written them originally in Frencn, 
and that ErTHER or that soru fhould be admitted 
as her handwriting. ‘They inftantly carried itinto 
execution, The Frencu became Scorcn and ~~ 
the Scotcu became Frencn, at her bidding. 
The tranfubftantiation took place, as the papal 
mandate ordered. And it forms a wonderful © 
addition to all that we have delineated before, of ; 
this Pope ‘foam, her counfellors, and her commil- 
fioners; and gives us the fulleft: and the cam- 
pléteft piéture, that it is poffible for the: human 
pencil to draw, of the bafenefs of fervility in 
them, and of the daringnefs of effrontery in her. 
* So ‘far I have trufted to the memory of my | 
reader, for the proofs of this amazing faét, the 
appearance of the letters in Frencn at Welt- 
minfter. The paflages that prove it, have been, 
too often on the ftage to be readily forgotten. 
But let them be brought upon the boards again. 
“The faét is of fuch an aftonifhing nature, fuch a 
monfter in its form, and fuch a prodigy in its 
fubftance, that the mind fhrinks back from it ’ 
with horrour, and recoils forcibly upon itfelf with 

the fhock of incredulity. Yer, however mon- 
ftrous, it is truc. However prodigious, itis real. A 
The journal of Elizabeth’s commiffioners, the. a 
books of Elizabeth’s privy counfellors, and a let- 
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ter of Murray’s own, all unite to prove it, 
s¢ This daye,” fays the firft on December the 8th, 
“ the Erle of Murray, according to the appoint- 
«ment yefterday, came to the Quene’s Maj 
** tie’s commiffioners, faying, that as they Wf 
&c. “fo therupon they produced feven feveral 


- $€ wrytings wrytten in Francx—; which feven 
'“ wrytings being copied were read in Frencn, 


* and a due collation made therof,” &c.* A 
few days afterward, Elizabeth called her council 
together, and added fix of the nobles, all earls, 
extraordinarily to it, under pretence of collating 
that handwriting in Frexcu, which from its be- 
ing Frencn the knew decifively to be a forgery, 
with fome letters of Mary’s own toher. “ There 
«« were produced,” fays the council-book, « fun- 


Rone 4 lettres written in Frencu, fuppofed to be 


«© written by theQuene of Scotts own hand, ta 
«¢ the Erle Bothwell.”4 And “ we,” fays Mur- 
ray in his fhort -hiftory of his own tranfattions, 
* producit eight letteris in FRencu, written be 


. the Quenis awin hand, and fent to—-James— 


*¢ Erle of Bothville.”{ So evident is the fact, 
upon the papers of thefe, the paffive or the active, 
confederates in the boldeft audacity of flagitiouf- 
nefs! And fo ftrongly does it throw a light back 
upon all their proceedings before, vindicating 
thé ftrongeft cenfures of their enormity there, 
fhewing that enormity in a ftill ftronger point of 


view, and éven carrying it to the higheft eleyas 
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tion poffible, of human impofture, and of human 
impudence. : oe 

Thefe pretended letters of Mary’s were origi- 
nally Scorcu. They then were Frencu. They 
yet, became Scorcn again. And they became 
Frewen finally. Nor would Elizabeth have 
blufhed, nor would her managers have hefitated, 
one may fafely pronounce at the clofé, to admit 
them as Mary’s, and to found a charge of mur- 
der upon them, in ANY Or in EVERY language 
under the moon.* 


§ vil. 


THE French letters, then, were only a tranf- 
lation from the Scotch. This had been much 
difputed formerly. Mr. Goodall was the firit 


who fufpected it. And the fufpicion appears at . 


prefent, to have done high honour to-his fagacity. 
It is now carried into certainty. It is now 
founded upon the bafis of racrs. But he faw it 
only from a view of the letters themfelves, by 
the light which they bore in their own bofom. 
Yet this is managed fo well, that he illuftrated 
his pofitjon very ftrongly by it. He gave indéed 
fuch convincing proofs of the point, that no man 
of candour in the bufinefs of thinking, no man of 
honour in the intellectual commerce of life, could 


* Yet in Goodall, ii. 379; Cecil has the boldnefs to affert, 


that the letters, &c, were teflified by the eaths of Murray, — 
&c. to have been’ “delivered without ra/wre, diminution, 


+ addition, falffieng, ox alteration in any point.” This is 
fyrcly in the higheit tone of Elizabethan effrontery. 
3 
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ter of Murray’s own, all unite to prove it, 
« This daye,” fays the firft on December the 8th, 
« the Erle of Murray, according to the appoint- 
«ment yefterday, came to the Quene’s ni 


© tie’s commiffioners, faying, that as they h 


_&c. “fo therupon they produced feven feveral 


 §€ wrytings wrytten in Frencnu—,; which feven 


““ wrytings being copied were read in Frencn, 


« and a due collation made therof,” &c.* A 
few days afterward, Elizabeth called her council 
together, and added fix of the nobles, all earls, 
extraordinarily to it, under pretence of collating 
that handwriting in Frencu, which from its be- 
ing Frencu the knew decifively to be a forgery, 
with fome letters of Mary’s own toher. “ There 
«© were produced,” fays the council- book, ‘ fun- 


Me ary lettres written in Frencu, fuppofed to be 


«¢ written by theQuene of Scotts own hand, tq 
«¢ the Erle Bothwell.” And “we,” fays Mur- 
ray in his fhort-hiftory of his own tranfaétions, 
* producit eight letteris in FRencu, written be 


. the Quenis awin hand, and fent to—-James— 


¢ Erle of Bothville.”{ So evident is the fact, 
upon the papers of thefe, the paffive or the active, 
confederates in the boldeft audacity of flagitiouf- 
nefs! And fo ftrongly does it throw a light back 
upon all their proceedings before, vindicating 
thé ftrongeft cenfures of their enormity there, 
fhewing that enormity in a ftill ftronger point of 


view, “and even carrying it to the higheft cleva- 
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tion poffible, of human impofture, and of human 
impudence. 3 oe 

Thefe pretended letters of Mary’s were origi- 
nally Scorcu. They then were Frencu. They 
yet, became Scorcn agajn. And they became 
Frenen finally. Nor would Elizabeth have 
blufhed, nor would her managers have hefitated, 
one may fafely pronounce at the clofé, to admit 
them as Mary’s, and to found a charge of mur- 
der upon them, in ANY or in every language 
under the moon.* 


§ vn, 


THE French letters, then, were only a tran 
lation from the Scotch. This had been ntuch 
difputed formerly. Mr. Goodall was the firft 
who fufpected it. And the fufpicion appears at . 
prefent, to have done high honour to-his fagacity. 
It is now carried into certainty. It is now 
founded upon the bafis of racrs. But he faw it 
only from a view of. the letters themfelves, by 
the light which they bore in their own bofom. 
Yet this is managed fo well, that he illuftrated 
his pofitjon very ftrongly by it. He gave indéed 
fuch convincing proofs of the point, that no man 
of candour in the bufinefs of thinking, no man of 
honour in the intelletual commerce of life, could 


* Yet in Goodall, ii, 379; Cecil has the boldnefs to affert, 


that the letters, &c, were teftified by the eaths of Murray, — 


&c. to have been “ delivered without ra/ure, diminution, 
t* addition, falffieng, or alteration in any point.” This is 
fyrely in the higheit tone of Elizabethan effrontery. 
We + polly. 
3 ; 





saa (a>, ’ 


+ 


: Ae Bar, eh £ . . f 
476 - © VINDICATION OF 


poflibly deny the force of them,* Yet Mr. Hume 


and Dr. Robertfon did. -For the dignity of 1i- 
‘terature, and, what is infinitely more in value, 


_ for the majefty of virtue icfelf, I am forry I am 


compelled to fay it. They denied it in reafity, 


when ‘they were obliged to acknowledge’ it in 


appearance. They owned the French copy which 
we have at prefent, to be undoubtedly a tranfla- 
tion from the Scotch. But then they begged 
leave to fuppofe, and they even. prefumed to 
maintain, that the prefent copy was not the fame 


as was exhibited at Weftminfer. “ We have 


« not,” fays Mr. Hume, “ the originals of. the 
«‘ Jetters, which were in French; we have only 
«<4 Scots and Latin tranflation from the origi- 
‘€¢ nal, and a French tranflation profeffedly done 


«from the Latin.”+ ‘* We may obferve,” favs 


Dr. Robertfon,, *‘ that all this author’s,” Mr. 
‘Goodall’s, “* premifes may be granted, and yet 
“ his conclufion will not follow, umle/s he like- 
« wife prove that the French letters, as we now 
«cs have them, are a true copy of thofe which 
«were produced by Murray and his party in the 
«¢ Scottifh parliament, and at York and Weftmin- 
 fter—. Our author might have faved himfelf 
*¢ the labour of fo many criticifms, to prove that 
e¢ the prefent French copy of the letters is 4 tranf- 
« Jation from the Latin. -The French editor 


_ « himfelf acknowledges it, and, fo far as 1 know, 
. no perfon ever denied it.”{ This is furely 


the laft and defperate effort of baffled credulity. 


é * Goodall, i,8i—93. + Hit. v. 147, t Diff. 30—31, 
Having 
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‘Having na longer any footing upon earth, they 


endeavour to fix themfelves in the clouds. And 
they are ready to raife fuppofition upon fuppofi- 
tion, and to pile affertion upon the head of 
affertion, ** imponere Pelio Offam,” in order.to 
afcend thither. But let us purfue them into this 
their laft retreat. And we fhall foon’bring them 
back to earth again.* i! 
It is very obfervable, that Dr. Robertfon does 
not pofitively affert the exiftence of fuch an ima~ 
ginary original. He only infinuates it. And he 
calls upon Mr. Goodall to difprove it. This is 
the very policy of literature, the joint device of 
prudence and of fear. But what is Mr. Goodall 
called upon to prove, in order to difprove that? He 
is to fhew, that ‘ the French letters, as we now 
« have them, are a true copy of thofe that were 
« produced by Murray and his party, at the 
« Scortifh parliament, and at York and Welft= 
« minfter.” “This indeed would be a labour for 
Hercules. This would be a tafk for Jupiter him- 
felf.. It would be to prove, what I have hifto- 
rically difproved. It would be to prove, in con- 
tradiétion to Facts themfelves. And I have 
already fhewn it would be this, by thewing the 


copy prefented to the parliament, and produced 


at York, nor to be French at all. So little had 


* Mr. Hume and Dr. Robertfon have not even the intel- 


JeSual merit, of inventing this poor fubterfuge. Jr was fir | 


fuggefted by Mr. Goodall/himfelf, He forefaw and expofed 
it. And yet thefe two fellow-labourers in the caufe were fo 
much diftreffed, that they condefcended to take up this ob- 
jeGtion from him, See Goodall, i. gg—102. & 
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Dr. Robertfon attended to the History of the 
letters! 

But both he and Mr. Hume exprefsly acknow- 
ledge the prefent French, to be a tranflation from 
the Scotch, and, what is much more, a tranfla- 
tion through the medium of the Latin. Mr. 
Hume affumes it as a certain principle. Dr. 
Robertfon adds, that he never knew any perfon 


to deny it. Yet who taughr this principle to 


them both? Mr.Goopatt. Who proved the 
certainty of it to them both? Mr. Goopatt. 
From ‘the publication of the French letters, to 
the very day of Mr. Goodall’s writing concern- 
ing them, the publifhed French had been taken 
by all to be the very original of the whole. Mr. 
Goodall demonftrated this univerfal belief to be. 
falfe in itfelf.. Conviction flafhed upon all the 
thinking and ingenuous part of the nation.. But 
there were fome MOuEs in criticifm, it feems, who 
had been long in the habit of throwing up dirt 
againft Mary, to whom the light was peculiarly 
painful, who therefore took refuge from it again 
in darknefs, and-there began to throw up their 
dirt again. The divine and the-fceptick united 
together, to treat the intelligence which they ac- 


' quired from Mr. Goodall’s reafoning, juft as 


fcepticks are ery apt to treat the ‘knowledge 


“which they derive from fcripture ; to admit what 


they cannot deny, to appropriate all without any 


» acknowledgment, and then to turn their borrowed 


Science againit the very lender of it. Mr. Hume 
and the Doétor fecretly renounced all their former 


etrours, under the aca igen of Mr. Goodall’s 


stguments, 


ke 
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arguments. _ And they then pretended, that thefe 
errours had never exifted in their or any other 
heads atall. Mr. Hume filently pretends it, and 
Dr. Robertfon openly. With an affectation of live- 
linefs to colour over a want of -candour, the latter 
lets his fpirits ferment, till at laft they break out 
in the very extreme of difingenuouthels. « So 
“ far as I know,” he cries at the end, « no nian 
“* ever denied” the prefeht French copy to. be 
only a tranflation from the Scotch. But did any 
man ever affert it defore Mr. Goodall? The doc- — 
trine of gravitation, * fo far as I know,” was 
never denied by any man. But was it ever af.’ 
firmed before Sir Ifaac Newton? And would. it 
not refleét difhonour upon the fpirit of a philofo- 
pher at prefent, a difciple (we will fuppofe) of 
Mr. Hutchinfon’s ; if feeling too powerfully the 
weight of Sir Ifaac’s arguments, for the credit of 
his underftanding, to deny affent to his conclu- 
fions, he fhould yet take fhelter from conviction 
in littlenefs, fhould catch at fome pretended hints 
of gravitation in an ancient author, and then ex- 
claim with:an aed admiration at the proofs in’ 
the real difcoverer, that ‘* he might have faved 
« himfelf the labour of fo many criticifms,” and 
that, “* fo faras he knew, no perfon had ever 
« denied” the doétrine. 

But is the French copy that we have at prefent, 
fay, or mean to fay, thefe confeffors and martyrs 
for political prejudice, the very fame with the 
copy produced by Murray at Weftminfter ? And 
is the Scotch copy that we have at prefent, I add, _ 
the very fame that was exhibited by him at. sapere 
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